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The Soviet 88:9 ICBM. shown in the Moscow November parade, is believed to have a <3-megaton warhead.
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U.S.-Soviet Defenses Compared

Missiles: Unpublished defense intelligence estimates
predict thal the Soviet Union could have as many as
1100 intercontinental ballistic missiles by 1971. "This
would give the Russians as many ICBMs as the pro-
jected United States arsenal at that time unless the
Pentagon changes its plan to limit the Air Force Minute-
man arsenal to 1000 missiles. Both the United States and
the Soviet Union plan to use multiple warbead missiles,
the so-called MIRV  (multiple-independently-targetable
reentry vehicle). The argument over which country will
have the biggest ICBM punch, as Defense Department
analysts sce it, will hinge on which nation builds the
greatest aceuracy and survivability into its system.

Naval forces: London's Institute for Strategic Studies,
which conducts authoritative surveys of international

military developments, estimates that the Soviet nuclear
submarine force has grown from 40 to 50 belween 1965
and 1967. Pentagon sources estimate the number of sur-
face warships plying the Mediterranean has increased
tenfold in the last three years. Amphibious forces also
have been strengthened, with emphasis on construction
ol helicopter-carrying ships and landing craft that could
deploy Soviet marines in a hurry for limited warfare.

Bomber production: While the US. has stopped pro-
ducing strategic bombers, the Soviet Union still has the
Bison and Blinder bombers in production. The Pentagon
plans to use the TFX fighter-bomber for the strategic
bomber role. The Soviets also have showed off a variety
of new fighter prototypes, including ones with variable
sweep wings like the TFX.
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By George
Washimngion Post
he Soviet Union is engaged in a
broad effort to build the capacity for
flexible response to military challenges
nrouchout the world,
In doing so, the Soviet Union is (ol
lowing the lead taken by the United
States during the early 1960s when the
Nennedy Administration built beyond
ne “massive retaliation”™ forees of the
Fisenhower era
Military and diplomatic leaders her
believe the buildup represents the So
viet Union's determination to be a full
equal of the United States—both mili
tarily and diplomatically. They do not
think the Sovicts are building up for a
war.

Extending Guns' Range

The Soviet show of force i the Med-
tterranean these days—some 40 war
ships—is part ol this general effort to
il i the military gaps, as top mili
tary leaders sce it. They contend the
Soviets will not rest until they achieve
their centuries-old ambition for a warm
water port

One general said: “Russia 15 out o
extena the rvange of her guns. She
always has been very tough when she
iras been under her own guns,

Both military and diplomatic offi
cials look back upon the Cuban missile
crisis as the last time the Soviet Union
will rely solely on massive retaliation.

One State Department Soviet special-
ist said Russia, by sneaking missiles
into Cuba, had hoped to close her mis
sile gap with the U.S. “on the cheap.”
But the confrontation denied the So
viet Union parity by that route. Her
aiplomatic position  on  Cuba was
backed up by loo drastic a weapon-
nuclear missiles which would bring on
World War LT if fired.

Bomb.in-Orbit System

S0 now the Soviet Union is taking
the longer road to parity with the
United States. This means improving
ICBMs for nuclear retaliation. build-
mg the non-nuclear forees for limited
wars like Vietnam and continued prob-
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Reds Adopt Flexible

mx for @ Spuinik-type breakthrough in
weaponry

Oue theory in both the Pentugon
and  State Department is that the
planned Soviet bomb-in-urbit system
meets  the  Soviets' cosl-effectiveness
iests, il not the Pentazon’ in this
drive toward parity. The orbitinz bomb
system s seen as a quick counter to
the superior U.S. bomber foree. The
spuce weapon aiso forces the Pentazon
fo divert resources for satellite detee
tion. inspection and desteuction

Behind this front line of a wide
anging Navy. improved missile ursc
aal and flexible conventional
the Soviets have built a solid indus-
tral and - seientific base Richard
telms, director of the Central Intell:
gence Agency, has been emphasizing
the importance of this base during re.
cent Congressional briefings on grow
ing Soviet power.

Last month Soviet Marshal Sokolov
cky said:

Today the defense of socialism i
cludes insuring the sceurity of ihe
whole socialist community. The armed
forces of the US.S.R.. in militant unity
with the armies of the cvuntrics of the
new world, are called upon to guard
the victories of the peopie who are
constracting  socialism and  commu-
nism.”

In the same vein, Sovict Party Chicf
Brezhnev demanded last April that
the US. remove its Sixth Fleet from
the Mediterranean.

Peace Through Balance?

forees,

Private Communist — diplomats
Acre state that sinee the United States
will not withdraw its ficet from the
Mediterranean, the Sovict Union will
have Lo keep one there, tou. “We can't
preserve the peace in the Middle East
it only one of us has u flect there
said one Soviet diplomat. “Put both
fleets there, and we'll sink or swim Lo
sether.”

Military leaders oppose U.S-Soviet
cquality. They argue that the United
States must maintain the ~Cuban envi
ronment.” This is the term Gen. Earle
Wheeler, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of $taff, uses to connote the
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Response

military superiority the United States
had during the Cuban missile erisis

he stress the Soviets are placing o
amphibious forees eventually will zive
them the capability to intrude in dis
tant conflicts. the United Stutes
id - Lebanon and Vietnam

\ State Department Soviet specialis
said there isono sien the . Soviets
have a Vietham war (ype of engage
ment. “But Nations tend o do what
they can do.” he said. This is why the
Soviet “flexible response” strategy is
worrisome to the diplomais,

The military answer 1o the srowing
=trength of the Soviets is Lo 2o them
one betier, Defense: Seeretary Rober
5. MeNamara--now on his way out of
vllice—has frustrated these ambitions
1o the point that the Joint Chiefs have
Ziven up on getting money for another
sencration of TCBMs. for example. for
W0 cars

MeNamara has arcued that nuclear
missiies and military strength are not
sroporiioned in this day ot the i
bomb. Why have enough bombs to kil
everybody in the world 10 times over
ine argues,

But the Chiefs use the scesaw anal
Y8y in ziving their side of the nuclear
Parity irgument. A seesaw is most st
e when it has a heavy weight at one
‘nd: fcast stabie when it is perfectly
balanced. They want the United States
10 be the heavy end, arguing that the
Communists  have never abandoncd
their goal of world conquest.

Presidents  Kennedy and Jobnson
since 1961 have tried to slow the arms
race. There is widespread beliel amos
militacy leaders in the Pentagon thut
both Administrations favor a stratoyy
ol nuclear parity, of letting the Rus
sians cateh up.

The present visibility  of  Soviet
strength is bringing the nuclear parity
issue to the fore. The question will be
argued in Congress and in the presi
dential campaign of 1968. The Senaiv
Prepatedness  Investigating  Subceom
mittee—focal point of the bombing
issue this year—is expected to be the
focus next year of the parity issuc as it
examines the relative strengths ol the
United States and US.S.R




